Scarce sources of the past of Sudovia (Sūduva, Yatvingian lands) clearly reveal several episodes illustrating relations between the inhabitants of the area and the Lithuanians. They witness a much more complex paradigm of political communication between these groups than might be expected. When Mindaugas started to strengthen his rule in Lithuania, Lithuanian 'indifference' to the Yatvingians disappeared. At the beginning of the 1240s Mindaugas was becoming a genuine, rather than a nominal ruler of part of Sudovia, at least of its northeast. However, the strife, which began in 1246 between Mindaugas and the Yatvingians and lasted nearly the entire period of his rule, conditioned enormous concessions made by the king of Lithuania to the Teutonic Order in Sudovia. When the war against the Christians was taken over by Treniota in 1261, the struggle of the Yatvingians (and the Prussians) against the Crusaders became more intensive. These were good signs indicating the beginning Lithuania's support for the Yatvingians. The character ofTreniota's relations with the Yatvingians conformed to the political situation and traditions established by his predecessors, first and foremost, by Mindaugas. All that weakened the support of the Lithuanian monarch to Yatvingian anti-Teutonic resistance, despite the relentless advance of the Order's military machine towards Lithuania's borders. The Lithuanian ruler did not maintain any political contacts with the Order, but being in its neighbourhood he acquired friends.
overlooked the fact that the front against the Prussian Crusaders in the west was becoming critical', (p. 177).
The situation was assessed more optimistically by Romas Batūra; in his view, the struggle against the Teutonic Order contributed to the formation of the Lithuanian state of all Baits: 'the Lithuanian-Yatvingian-Prussian collaboration was obvious already before the arrival of the Crusaders to the Vistula region'. Under Mindaugas' rule, Lithuania, depending on circumstances, actively supported the Prussian and Yatvingian-Sudovian struggle; in particular, the Lithuanians closely cooperated with the neighbouring Yatvingians against their common enemy, the Order. 2 The classical authors of our historical scholarship found themselves confronted with a successful solution of the issue of 'common Lithuanian and Yatvingian wars against the Teutonic Order'. Controversial solutions of this problem were characteristic of the earlier researchers of the history of Lithuania, too. Thus, Henryk Paszkiewicz wrote that in the early thirteenth century the Lithuanians, Žemaitians and Yatvingians demonstrated an unbelievable internal integration of the Lithuanian state, 3 and at the same time he somewhat contradicted himself, acknowledging that the Yatvingians could not be treated as a political entity. 4 Therefore in Mindaugas' times the ties between the Lithuanians and the Yatvingians, although strengthening in the face of the growing outward danger, were still weak. 5 Commenting on some facts of the history of the Yatvingians against the Christians, he sometimes exaggerated them as common Yatvingian-Lithuanian military expeditions. Jan Powicrski, a Polish scholar most dedicated to Yatvingian history, endeavoured to keep away (although not always consistently) from emotional generalisations of political and military aspects of the Yatvingian-Lithuanian contacts.' ... the labour pains of the Lithuanian monarchy, the dispersal of its forces, intcr-tribal strife, undervaluation of common Baltic interests by Lithuanian rulers, although quite understandable in that era, prevented the Yatvingians from efficiently performing their role in the struggle against Crusader aggression and determined the ineptness and ineffectiveness of Lithuanian aid in that struggle '. 6 This quotation shows that Powierski tried to base the possible unity of the Lithuanians, Yatvingians and other tribes by introducing the concept of the common Baltic interest, though he himself hardly believed in its consolidating power.
The groundwork for the research of the Yatvingian-Lithuanian relationship is quite significant and a separate study would be needed to its overview. In this work we consciously confined ourselves only to the main assumptions and conclusions by presenting them either in the text or in footnotes.
The concepts 'the Crusader-Baltic war', 'the formation of the Lithuanian state of all Baits', and 'the common Baltic interest' seriously handicap the knowledge of the contemporary political situation. They are alien to the thirteenth century, since those that are found in the sources are more characteristic of the.accounts of the then states as multi-ethnic empires. They appeared when Mindaugas was strengthening his power. The Lithuanian king declared that he was going 'to unite for the Christian faith' the neighbouring pagan (Yatvingian, Žemaitian?) and infidel (i.e., Orthodox) lands (in 1251 and 1255). 7 Severing connections with the Livonian (and also with the Teutonic) Order he hoped that the subjugated tribes of Livonia would surrender to his rule. 8 In fact, the appearance of the Christian military orders in the Baltic lands left no choice for the pagans: their nobility could only choose to become subordinates of some particular lord (a Catholic German or Pole, an Orthodox Rus'ian or Lithuanian). In any case, that meant the loss of power (i.e., former freedom) and new duties and obligations. Therefore the territorial expression of the programme of the Lithuanian ruler, 'the unifier of all Baits' was the agreement of the local nobility to yield to the authority of the Lithuanian ruler. Such an imperial interest of the Lithuanian monarch doubtless influenced the relations with the neighbouring pagans, including the Yatvingians.
Scarce sources of the past of Yatvingian lands clearly reveal several episodes illustrating their relations with the Lithuanians. They attest to a much more complex paradigm of the political communication between the Yatvingians and the Lithuanians than could have been expected.
Researchers have not yet arrived at a common assessment of the early cooperation between the Lithuanians and Yatvingians before the formation of the Lithuanian state. One must accept Edvardas Gudavičius' remark that we do not have data on the relations between the Lithuanians and the western Baits (with regard to the activity of Lithuanian warriors in the first decades of the thirteenth century). 9 Consequently, alternative interpretations of available data are inevitable. The common interest of the Lithuanians and Yatvingians was first recorded in 1210 when they jointly attacked and harassed Volhynia. 10 Lithuanian warriors appeared there as a new assault force, which may have been invited by the Yatvingians. Historical sources disclose an old conflict between Volhynia and the Yatvingians, since the latter were in the area of interest of Kiev and Chernigov dukes. That could be the first and the last joint campaign of the Lithuanians and Yatvingians. Later they will be seen together only in 1243-1244 in the army of Konrad of Mazovia in his efforts to gain the throne of the duchy of Cracow. 11 However that happened under other political circumstances. The Lithuanian breakaway from the Yatvingians becomes 9 E. Gudavičius, Mindaugas (Vilnius, 1998), p. 104. obvious after the conclusion of the treaty between Lithuanian dukes and the duke of Volhynia Danilo and his mother in 1219. 12 Having opted for the Lithuanians, Danilo used them for his political purposes, 13 including the restriction of the relations between the Lithuanians and Yatvingians possibly even in the third and fourth decades of the thirteenth century. 14 On the other hand, it is argued that at that time -in the first half of the thirteenth century -the Lithuanians and the Yatvingians were allies. 15 Commenting on the 1219 treaty some historians perceive grand Lithuanian-Žemaitian-Yatvingian coalitions; 16 and the coalition of the Prussian tribes (the Yatvingians among them being the strongest) and the Lithuanians formed by the duke Danilo. 17 A danger arose from the crusade called in 1218, and Lithuania and Žemaitija concluded a treaty with Volhynia; there were attempts to defend Prussia; and joint Lithuanian and Yatvingian forces attacked Poland. 18 . The argumentation of the cited scholars is complicated, and based on unreliable sources. Thus, untrustworthy data of the Hustyn copy of the Halicz-Volhynia chronicle are often 'corrected' by the data of the notorious printed Poland and GDL annals of the sixteenth century. Using an old methodology, Polish investigators attributed the Yatvingians to the Prussians. Quoting the 1219 treaty from the Halicz-Volhynian chronicle, Batūra inadequately interprets its commentary, informing that the Lithuanians attacked the Cracow duke Leszek the White, the enemy and rival of the duke of Volhynia, and making no mention of the Yatvingians: 'Ляхомъ э/се не престающимъ пакостящимъ, и приведе на ня литву: и воеваша ляхи и много убшетва сыпвориша в нихъ'} 9 12 HVL, р. 84. These alternatives, offering differing conclusions, present a serious problem awaiting its solution. However, in actual fact, there are no concrete data attesting the cooperation between the Lithuanians and the Yatvingians before 1243. Until the early 1240s Mindaugas was at peace with Duke Danilo of Volhynia (and with Halicz periodically until 1245) and did not take an interest in the Yatvingian lands. Later events show that the political relations between Mindaugas and Danilo conditioned Lithuania's attention to this area.
Data indicating new tendencies in the contacts between the Lithuanians and the Yatvingians appeared in the sources when Mindaugas started to strengthen his rule in Lithuania. Gudavičius 36 Thus, about the middle of the thirteenth century Mindaugas was becoming a real rather than nominal ruler of a part of Sudovia (Yatvingia); at the same time he had to restrict his strivings taking into account duke Danilo's interests.
It was also one of the early signs that the Yatvingian territory, surrounded by the areas of interest of different monarchs, began to diminish. The Lithuanians and Mindaugas, like the Poles or the Rus'ians, was eager to tear off a piece of the Yatvingian territory for himself. However, his chances in these cruel partitions were the slimmest.
To Danilo's annoyance, in 1252 Mindaugas 'bought out' the Žemaitians from the coalition of his enemies, but the Yatvingians remained hostile to him: Тогда же Тевтивилъ прибежа къ Данилу . изъ Жемойти и ятвязе и рече, яко Миндовгь убеди я сребромъ многомъ; Данилу же гневь имеющю на ня. Traditionally this sentence is translated incorrectly as 'the Žemaitians and the Yatvingians were bought over'. Actually Тевтивилъ and ятвязе are subjects and their predicate is прибежа, and the whole sentence should be translated as 'Tautvilas with the Yatvingians fled Žemaitija because Mindaugas bought the Žemaitians over (persuaded them into) with silver' 37 The Yatvingians were clearly slipping from Mindaugas' hands, and there was little chance of his introducing his rule there. The military and political positions of Duke Danilo of Halicz-Volhynia, his brother Vasilko, the Mazovian duke, Siemowit, and doubtless of the Teutonic Order (including its Livonian branch) were much better. The latter, at that time, had waged a major campaign primarily for its formal rights in Sudovia.
Late in 1253 Danilo and his son-in-law Siemowit invaded the territory of the southern Yatvingians. Danilo participated in the campaign as king -he was newly crowned by the pope's legate in Dorohichin. The royal army overran the area of Rajgrod (Steikintas' lands ?). 38 The other part of the Yatvingian territory was hastily dealt with by the Order, since Duke Casimir of Kujawy was going to engage in peaceful Christianisation of pagans with the consent of the pope. The Livonian Order, however, took large-scale precautionary measures against him. As soon as Pope Innocent IV authorised Casimir to foster (to rule over) the pagans of Polexia (Yatvingians) and Galens (Galindians) by the bull of 19 May 1253, because they themselves expressed their wish to be baptised, 39 in July of the same year Mindaugas donated the Livonian Order a half of the territory of Dainava and of other Yatvingians for the Order's support in the struggle against the enemies of his kingdom and the Christian faith. The Pope endorsed the donation on 21 August. 40 Clearly exploiting the situation when Mindaugas was at war with Halicz-Volhynia and in conflict with the Yatvingians, the Order obtained Mindaugas' promise not to intervene in Yatvingian matters. Such should be the interpretation of Mindaugas' attitude to the lands the subordination of which was far from clear. The Order brought Casimir to its terms, too. In the autumn of 1254 the Master of the Teutonic Order, and Danilo, officially titled as 'the first Rus'ian king', along with Duke Sicmowit of Mazovia concluded the treaty of Raciąž according to which the latter two were allotted a third (a sixth each) of the Yatvingian lands, while the rest supposedly went to the Order. 41 In Wlodarski's opinion, the treaty was aimed at Casimir, since it foresaw not only mutual assistance in the struggle against the pagan Yatvingians but also against all others, not pagans. 42 Late in the same year the grand master and Casimir met in Inowroclaw • and agreed on mutual concessions, and the latter renounced all his rights relating to the Yatvingians and the Galindians, given to him by the Pope. 43 The Polish part of the Order's interests in Sudovia was settled. It can be conjectured that the leaders of the Teutonic Order participated in the resolution of one more conflict. As Christian rulers, Mindaugas and Danilo had to live inpeace. However, in the military and political agenda of the Rus'ian king the number one priority was the conquest of one sixth of the Yatvingian area with the help of the Teutonic Order and the Mazovians. 44 The conflict between Mindaugas and Danilo was undesirable -peace between them was more useful for the Order -Mindaugas could help Danilo and Siemowit to conquer the Yatvingians. At the end of 1254 the first Rus'ian king, Danilo, became the kin of the Lithuanian king, Mindaugas, who made some territorial concessions. A very interesting clause of the treaty was the handover of Novogrudok to Danilo's son Roman; it was the most important town of the Rus'ian territory annexed by the Lithuanians in the upper reaches of the Nemunas between 1241 and 1245. Mindaugas, nevertheless, remained the ruler of the entire territory. 45 In the winter of 1254-1255 a major raid was conducted against the third part of the Yatvingian lands which went to the Rus Mans and the Mazovians in the Raciąž partition. The first Rus'ian king Danilo, his sons Lev and minor Shvarno, the king's brother Vasylko, the Mazovian duke, Siemowit, (or only Mazovian soldiers 46 ). Duke Boleslaw the Shameful of Cracow sent his soldiers from Sandomierz and Cracow. Roman, lieutenant of the lands of Novogrudok which belonged to Mindaugas also took part in the campaign with his troops. 47 That was the aid sent from Lithuania, which could include even mixed Rus'ian-Lithuanian forces. 48 In the face of aggression from all their neighbours, the southern Yatvingians agreed to pay tribute to Danilo and let him build castles in their territory. 49 They also made a similar commitment to the Mazovians. 50 Regrettably, a comparatively small and poor Yatvingian territory was a point of contention for its powerful neighbours, and a predomination of one of them caused danger for the others. That was a mark of an important strategic situation of that area. King Mindaugas was isolated from the Yatvingians by the discord of 1246 between-them and also by a coordinated policy of the more experienced political agents, such as the Teutonic Order, Danilo and their allies. Danilo simply annexed areas that were only loosely attached to the nucleus of statehood in southern Lithuania. Eventually, helping to wage wars in southern Jotuva (Yatvingia), Mindaugas indirectly became an associate of the Raciąž agreements.
The Teutonic Order closely guarded its rights over the Yatvingians. Its authorities managed once more to reject the claims of Duke Casimir of Kujawia to some Yatvingian lands, although in 1256 in Rome he renewed his Christianisation efforts and was granted the right to protect the peacefully baptised pagans. On 4 August 1257 in Wloclawek Casimir and his brother Siemowit renounced partially their right to some pagan lands in favour of the Order. 51 1259 King Mindaugas again confirmed the assignment of Dainava (the Yatvingians) and some other lands to the Livonian Order, keeping some territories for himself. 52 Lands were donated to the Order for its assistance to the king and his successors in their struggles against the enemies of faith, who used to attack the border regions of the kingdom. Interestingly, the king had to confirm repeatedly the donation of the already donated part of Dainava and to add the rest of it, by indicating that Dainava in Lithuania is the same Yatvingians .. .Denowe iota, quam etiam quidam Jetwesen vocant ... 53 The use of specified terms attests to the sensitivity of the Yatvingian issue, and Lithuanian support was a major argument of the Crusaders in their debates with the Poles or in the discussions with the pope concerning the Yatvingians.
Mindaugas' concessions to the Order and the latter's concerns were undoubtedly conditioned by a blow delivered by the Tatars led by Burundai in the winter of 1258-1259. 54 Ordą (Vilnius, 1975), pp. 125-144; Gudavičius, Mindaugas, pp. 260-262 . 55 Hrushcvskyi, Istoriia Ukrai'ny-Rusy, vol. 3 (Lvov, 1905), pp. 89-90; Pashuto,  Obrazovanie, pp. 381-382; V.L. Egorov, Istoricheskaia geograßia Zolotoi Only v  XIII-XIVvv. (Moscow, 1985) , pp. 188-189; A. Szwcda, 'Polityka Sicmowita' p. seradn 'ovichchia (Kiev, 2006) ..', pp. 9-10 .
Some investigators consider that Burundai's blow was not crucial for Danilo, cf. O.B. Holovko, Komiui Danylu Halits'koho. Volyn' i llaliczina v dcrzhavnopolitychiiomu rozvytku Tscntrul'no-Skhidnoi Europy rann'olio ta khissichnoho
a new agreement with one more participant of the treaty of Raciąž, Siemovit of Mazovia. The treaty was concluded between him and the land master of the Teutonic Order, Hartmund Grumbach, in Troszyn on 15 June 1260, and Mazovia was again granted the right to one sixth of the Yatvingian land, and support was promised for Siemovit in his conquest of the Yatvingians and in the fight against other, most probably Žemaitian, enemies. 58 The concerns of the Order were reasonable, since dangers to its existence were real. The restriction of the chances of Mindaugas and Casimir of conducting a more independent foreign policy and their alienation from the Yatvingian affairs led to their closer cooperation. Approximately before the spring of 1262 or maybe even in 1261, Casimir entered into a short-term treaty with the pagan Lithuanians (King Mindaugas) and the Prussians, who had risen in revolt. 59 It is difficult to say who the mediators in the contacts between the representatives of Mindaugas and Casimir were. The activities of the Yatvingians alone or even of the insurgent Pnissians, Galindians, and Yatvingians arc detected. 60 However, this is only pure speculation in order to strengthen the conception of the common Baltic interest, as there too many contributors in this subtle sphere. Taking into consideration the commitments of the participants of the treaty of Troszyn, the Žcmaitians could also be added to the mediators. In this context, an influential figure doubtless acting behind their backs was Treniota, the energetic nephew of Mindaugas. He sought to fight against the Christians and envisioned the submission of all pagan tribes to the Lithuanian monarch as the leader of this struggle. He was concerned with the Prussian uprising to the southwest of Lithuania. He could be an initiator of the political rapprochement between the Lithuanians and Casimir, and that is attested by his actions. In 1262 a huge army of the Lithuanians and other pagans led by him invaded the Vistula area (Mazovia, Pomcsania, and Kulm): 63 When Treniota took the initiative in the war against the Christians the military activities of the Yatvingians (and the Prussians) increased. According to historical sources at least four raids were launched against Prussia, Kulm and Toruñ in 1262 and 1263. 64 When Yatvingian affairs became a priority for Lithuanian foreign policy makers, the Yatvingian war leader Skomantas, subsequently known for his pro-> Lithuanian attitudes, came to the fore. 65 These were serious signs indicating the beginning of Lithuanian support for the Yatvingians. However, the fact that the Yatvingians and the Prussians alone carried out four raids against the Order in 1262-1263 and only two raids with the Lithuanians shows that the latter did not always come to their aid. The cooperation between the Lithuanians and the Yatvingians until Treniota's death in 1264 is evident; however, the popular historiographical statement about the Yatvingians joining with the Lithuanian monarchy of Mindaugas (with the usual reservation of a part of Yatvingians) is not sufficiently grounded. 66 § 122(117));'Gudavičius, Kryžiaus karai, pp. 145-146, 148-149.  . 64 PD, p. 110 ( § 116(111)), p. 125 ( § 158-159(152-153), p. 126 ( § 162(157) The historical sources of the second half of the thirteenth century increasingly witness the lack of unity among the Yatvingians and tendencies of their splitting. The duke of Cracow Boleslaw the Shameful seems to have dealt a crushing blow to the Yatvingians and that is emphasised by many researchers. 67 Nevertheless, it was not an end of Yatvingian history since their armed.forces continued to fight against the Christians. In 1269, together with the Lithuanians, they participated in a raid against Kujawy; 68 in 1271-1272 they were allies of Duke Vladimir of Volhynia; 69 and led by Skomantas, the Yatvingians and the Rus'ians dependent on Lithuania fought in Kulm. 70 One more part of the Yatvingians joined the Prussians in their struggle against the Order 1273-1274. 71 Uncoordinated actions of the Yatvingians is to be treated as a consequence of their fragmentation. It is natural that some of them were ready to accept the rule of Christian dukes: the 1272 treaty of southern Yatvingians with the dukes of Halicz-Volhynia possibly was a sort of declaration of the subordination to the Rus'ians that became evident in 1279. 72 During Traidenis' rule (between 1268 and 1282) it became quite clear that the dynamics of relations with the Yatvingians were conditioned by a subjective position of the Lithuanian ruler rather than by the common Baltic interest. For quite a long time attention to Yatvingian matters on the part of the Lithuanian ruler cannot be observed with the exception of the joint campaign against Kujawy in 1269. But is could be simply a marauding raid, having nothing to do with Traidenis' intentions. 73 Paszkicwicz presented one more indication of the Lithuanian-Yatvingian alliance. In 1273 The Lithuanians and the Yatvingians attacked the region of Lublin, and consequently Dukes Leszek and Konrad of Kujawy and Mazovia wreaked vengeance on the lands of the Yatvingians (Polesitanim) and the Prussians. However, according to Dlugosz's recent editors, such events could have not taken place in 1273. 74 The Rus'ians subject to Lithuania might not have necessarily participated in the Skomantas-led Yatvingian campaign against Kulm in 1272-1273, either. 75 They could have been subject Halicz and Volhynia, since at that time, as has been already noted, a part of the Yatvingians were inclined to give in to Rus'ian dukes. In 1274 occupying Drohychin and involving himself in a threeyear war with the dukes of Halicz and Volhynia Traidenis sought other aims instead of saving the Yatvingians. 76 Soon the situation changed slightly. In 1227 the Lithuanians and the Yatvingians led by Skomantas marched to Poland at the same time striking a blow to the Teutonic Order -the Lithuanians separately conquered the lands of Brzcšč Kujawski, Lcczyca and Dobrzyh, and the Yatvingians attacked Kulm; the latter were supported by a strong Lithuanian force. 77 The joint Sudovian (Yatvingian) and Lithuanian army that attacked Samland in 1281 was led by the Semigallian duke Nameisis, a subject of Traidenis. 78 It would not be a mistake to state that joint campaigns of 1277 and 1281 were organised by Traidenis because in both cases they were conducted by an excellent military leader. In this case one can already detect easily cooperation between the Lithuanian monarch and leading representatives of the Yatvingian nobility, a cooperation not observed previously in the sources. Closer contacts between the two parties appeared in the aftermath of the Order's conquest of the Yatvingians begun in 1277-1278. 79 Thus, in Lithuania this problem was dealt with seriously only when the Crusaders began their direct attacks on Sudovia (Yatvingians); nevertheless, the support of the Lithuanian sovereign to the Yatvingians was insignificant in comparison to his dynamic intensive military and political relations witii other neighbours. 80 Speaking about the defensive wars of 1277-1283, Peter of Dusburg does not at all mention direct Lithuanian support for the Yatvingians with the exception of the settlement of refugees in Lithuania (early in 1279 Traidenis directed his brother Sirputis and his Lithuanian-Yatvingian army to no other place but the land of Lublin; these Yatvingians possibly were from the former refugees in Lithuania 81 ). Among them was Skomantas, a noble leader, directly submitting to Traidenis' authority like the Semigallian Nameisis. His links with Traidenis were tenuous, since after the death of the Lithuanian monarch he fled Lithuania and even brought the Order's army to Grodno in 1284. He was forced to leave Lithuania due to the new ruler's enmity to his predecessor Traidenis and his noblemen (barons). 82 79 PD, pp. 137-138 ( § 193-194(188-189)), p. 139 ( § 197-198(192-193 
